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Re: 
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Interview for Appl. No. 09/974,799 CC: 



□ Urgent □ For Review Q Please Comment □ Please Reply □ Please Recycle 



This transmission js intended for the sole use of the individual and entity to whom it is addressed, and may contain information that 
is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. You are hereby notified that any dissemination 
distribution, or duplication of this transmission by someone other than the intended addressee or its designated agent is strictly 
prohibited. If your receipt of this transmission ts fn error, please notify this firm immediately by collect cafl to (703) 205nBOOO, and 
send the original transmission to us by return mail at the address above. 



Comments: 



This is to inform you that Mr. Hlrata from Sharp Corp. will be joining me for 
the Interview on Tuesday, February 22, 2005 (2pm). I will begin the Interview 
by presenting a short summary of the invention. Thank you for conducting 
this interview with the applicant. 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 
Examiner; 



) ore a* 



7^ 



First Named Applicanl: __ / Ar^^C^ 

Art Unit: 2177 Status of Application: t\L„ ~ F,~^ I 



Tentative Participants: 



Proposed Date of Interview: fc. 22^ 



Proposed Time: _J2za £> (AM/^ 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) [ J Telephonic (2) [u^rsonal 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: [ ] YES 
If yes, provide brief description: 



(3)f 1 Video Conference 



Issues To Be Discussed 



2S_ 



1L 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 

m Id 3fA 

(2 ) \o?L\ 

(3) lo?(*\ 

(4) 

f-J<5)irtinuatiaa Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented; 



Discussed Agreed 



Prior 
"Re, tVy 



[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 



I 1 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[] 



Not Agreed 

[] 
[ ] 
[] 
[] 



5^ A-tfG^iie-sT 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on . 

NOTE: This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to tfee examiner in advance of the interview 



(see MPEP§ 713.01). 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1433(b)) 
as soon as possible* 



Applicant/Applicant's 



AppIicant/AppncantTRe^i^entative Signature 




Examiner/SPE Signature" 



Name of Applicant or Representative 
Registration Number, if applicable 



TVacrtttztn of mfwiBitiio Ls r^u^d by 37 1.133. Tie in&mmlum it required w obtain or retain 4 benefit by the ptihEc which b to fie (and by tbc 
- P ^T 3> ""WbatSon CoaTnlcpa-Hty fa ^™«d by 35 U^C 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and U4L This ctltetfoa U *»f«r»tcd to Ok* 21 nrin'te U 
compute, mcjn^og ^thcnn^prepanii^ md snbmlttJoe a* cwnrftfcd apphurion Amu to me USPTO. Hmewmvaw d outfits ram fee WMdadeas* Any 

US. Pitent and Ttpfemu* Offiee, Departnmtf of Commerce. JP.O. Box 1450, Alcimdrfa, Va 22313- 1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS 
TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: CoinraissSoner for Stents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. wwruraD forms 

#>ow nm/ assistance completing the form, calf 1-800-PTQ-9199 and select option 2. 
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Agenda for Interview 

Present a summary of the present invention. 

Discuss rejection of Claim 30, in particular, which applies as well 
to other independent claims. Discuss rejection of dependent claims 31, 
32, and 33. 

Discussion Point 1 (Claim 30) 

Background: The Rathony reference discloses three embodiments. The 
first two embodiments are directed to an ARQ scheme (see column 4, 
lines 25-35) and the third embodiment uses a Type II hybrid ARQ 
scheme (see column 6, lines 38-40, 58-63). The third embodiment is 
specifically disclosed as using a transmission block that only contains 
one packet in order to increase the probability of successful decoding 
(column 14, lines 22-30). Wicker is relied on for showing that a Type II 
hybrid ARQ scheme could include error correction. The first embodiment 
in Rathony is relied on for teaching the claimed step of "adding a block, a 
retransmission of which has been requested, to a block in a data packet 
to be transmitted ..." 

Issue: Applicant believes that Rathony does not actually teach the 
combination of "performing error correction decoding* and "adding a 
block, a retransmission of which has been requested," as recited in the 
claims. Applicant would like to discuss this issue. 

Discussion Point 2 (Claim 31) 
Background : 

The Office Action relies on Figure 3C for teaching features of claims 31, 
32, and 33. Claim 31 recites, "the data packet contains a retransmission- 
block field where the block, a retransmission of which has been 
requested, is added, the field being not used in an ordinary state where 
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there is no retransmission request." In other words, in the present 
invention the data packet contains a retransmission-block field, In an 
ordinary state the retransmission-block field is transmitted as an empty 
block. 

Issue: 

Applicant does not believe that Rathony teaches transmission of an 
unused block. 

Discussion Point 3 (Claims 32, 33) 
Background : 

Figure 3C is relied on for showing the features of claims 32 and 33. The 
first embodiment in Rathony is described in column 7, line 37, to column 
11, line 12. Figure 3C is described in column 9, line 14, to column 10, 
line 3. Thus, Figure 3C pertains to the first embodiment, 

In any case, the NAK signal only indicates the packet that was not 
received (e.g., NS=3 in Fig. 3D), or possibly indicates that the packet was 
received in error. Applicant believes that Rathony does not disclose that 
the NAK signal indicates the packet that was last outputted from the 
transmitting end. For example, in the case of NAK 3, NS-5 had been 
outputted from the transmitting end before NAK 3 was returned (see 
column 9, lines 33-39). 

Issue : 

Applicant does not believe that Rathony actually teaches features of 
claims 32 and 33. 
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